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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1, 3, 8, 10, 12, 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Dean et al (5,901,21 1). 

Consider claim 1, Dean et al teach a network system, having human sensors, which 
transfers data from a first device to second devices by way of a server device, the server device 
comprising: a positional information storage unit which stores positional information 
representing correspondence between the human sensors and the second devices (col. 4 lines 1- 
17); a transfer destination selecting unit configured to select one of the second devices as a 
destination device to which the data transmitted from the first device should be sent, based on 
sensing information from the human sensors and the positional information stored in the 
positional information storage unit (col 4 lines 18-25); and a data transfer unit configured to 
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transfer data from the first device to the one of the second devices which is selected by the 
transfer designation selecting unit (col. 4 lines 18-25). 

Consider claim 3, Dean et al teach wherein the human sensors are installed in different 
rooms respectively (col. 4 lines 1-5). 

Consider claim 8, Dean et al teach wherein: the first device comprising a designating unit 
configured to designate a data recipient; the human sensors comprising a identifying unit 
configured to identify a person; and the transfer destination selecting unit of the server device 
selects one of the second devices which the positional information associates with a human 
sensor that senses a data recipient designated by the designating unit of the first device, as a 
destination device to which the data transmitted from the first device should be sent (col. 4 lines 
1-25). 

Consider claim 10, Dean et al teach a server device which transfers data from a first 
device to second devices, comprising: a user position determining unit configured to acquire 
sensing information on human sensors; a positional information storage unit which stores 
positional information representing correspondence between the human sensors and the second 
devices (col. 4 lines 1-17); a transfer destination selecting unit configured to select one of the 
second devices as a destination device to which the data transmitted from the first device should 
be sent, based on the sensing information acquired by the user position determining unit and the 
positional information stored in the positional information storage unit; and a data transfer unit 
configured to transfer data from the first device to the one of the second devices selected by the 
transfer destination selecting unit (col. 4 lines 18-25). 
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Consider claim 12, Dean et al teach wherein the transfer destination selecting unit selects 
one of the second devices which the positional information associates with a human sensor that 
senses a data recipient designates by the first device, as a destination device to which the data 
transmitted from the first device should be sent (col. 4 lines 18-25). 

Consider claim 14, Dean et al teach a communication method for transferring data from a 
first device to second devices, comprising: acquiring sensing information on human sensors (col. 
4 lines 1-17); selecting one of the second devices as a destination device to which the data 
transmitted from the first device should be sent, based on the sensing information and positional 
information representing correspondence between the human sensors and the second devices; 
and transferring data from the first device to the one of the selected second devices (col. 4 lines 
18-25). 

Consider claim 16, Dean et al teach wherein the selecting one of the second devices 
selects one of the second devices which the positional information associates with a human 
sensor that senses a data recipient designated by the first device, as a destination device to which 
the data transmitted from the first device should be sent (col. 4 lines 18-25). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2, 5-7, 13 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dean et al (5,901,21 1) in view of Lee (5,995,139). 
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Consider claim 2, Dean et al did not suggest wherein the first device is a doorphone 
having a camera and a microphone, and data on an image photographed by the camera and data 
on voice entered from the microphone are transmitted to the server device. However, Lee 
suggested such (col. 3 lines 1-38). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Lee into the 
hotel lobby of Dean et al in order to provide instant communication between guests and visitors. 

Consider claim 5, Dean et al did not suggest wherein the second devices comprising an 
environment setting unit configured to determine whether or not a power supply should be 
automatically turned on, when the data transmitted by the first device is received from the server 
device. However, Lee suggested such (col. 4 lines 41-56). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the 
teaching of Lee into view of Dean et al in order to save power during normal time. 

Consider claim 6, Dean et al did not suggest wherein the second devices comprising: a 
display device; and an image superimposing unit configured to superpose image data, which is 
transmitted by the first device and transferred by the server device, on image data shown on the 
display device. However, Lee suggested such (col. 3 lines 20-50). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate 
the teaching of Lee into view of Dean et al in order for identify the caller or visitor. 

Consider claim 7, Lee teaches wherein the second devices further comprising an 
environment setting unit configured to determine whether or not the image data transmitted by 
the first device should be superposed on the image data shown on the display device when the 
image data transmitted by the first device is transferred by the server device (col. 5 lines 14-23). 
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Consider claims 13 and 17, Dean et al teach the server device further comprising a user 
information storage unit which stores user information indicating a communication device used 
by a person identifiable by the human sensors; wherein the data transfer unit transfers data 
transmitted from the first device to the second device selected by the transfer destination 
selecting unit, transfers voice data transmitted from the first device to a communication device 
indicated by the user information storage unit as a device using the person identified by the 
human sensor, and transfers the voice data transmitted from the communication device to the 
first device (col. 4 lines 18-25). 

Dean et al did not suggest of transferring image data transmitted from the first device to 
the second device. However, Lee suggested such (col. 3 lines 20-50). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of Lee into view of Dean et al in order for identify the caller or visitor. 
6. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dean et al 
(5,901,21 1) in view of von Bauer et al (5,428,388). 

Consider claim 9, Dean et al did not suggest wherein: the first device is a videophone that 
performs communications through the network by use of images; the human sensors comprising 
a identifying unit configured to identify a sensed person; the server device comprising a user 
information storage unit which stores user information indicating a communication device used 
by the person identifiable by the human sensors; and the data transfer unit of the server device 
transfers image data transmitted from the first device to the second device selected by the 
transfer destination selecting unit of the server device, transfers voice data transmitted from the 
first device to a communication device indicated by the user information storage unit as a device 
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using the person identified by the human sensor, and transfers the voice data transmitted from the 
communication device to the first device (col. 4 line 61 - col. 5 line 35). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teaching of von Bauer et al into view of Dean et al in order for identify the caller 
or visitor. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
7. Claims 4, 1 1 and 15 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Mail Stop (explanation, e.g., Amendment or After- final, etc.) 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Facsimile responses should be faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quoc Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7511. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M, T, TH and Friday from 8:00 to 6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz, can be reached on (571) 272-7499. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 whose telephone number is (571) 272-2600. 
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